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REMARKS 

This paper is responsive to the final Office Action mailed October 26, 2007. 
In the Office Action, claims 29-32, 34, 38, and 41 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§102(b) as being anticipated by Fogarty et al (USP 4,271,839). Claims 41 and 42 
were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Heck (USP 
6,083,207). Claims 43 and 44 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Heck in view of Osborne (USP 4,306,562). Claims 35-36 and 43- 
45 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fogarty in view 
of Osborne. Claims 46-53 were allowed. 

At page 6 of the Office Action, the Examiner indicated that claims 33, 37, 39, 
and 40 were objected to, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form, 
including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
Accordingly, independent claim 29 has been amended herein to incorporate the 
allowable subject matter of dependent claim 39. As a result, claim 29 is allowable. 
Claims 30-38 and 40 depend, directly or indirectly, from claim 29, and are also 
allowable for at least the same reasons that claim 29 is allowable. Claim 39 has been 
cancelled. 

Claims 29, 46, 48 and 49 have been amended herein to correct an informality 
in the claims pointed out by the Examiner at page 2 of the Office Action. 1 
Applicants appreciate the Examiner pointing out this informality. 

Claims 41-45 have been cancelled herein. 

Conclusion: 

Based upon the foregoing, Applicants respectfully submit that all matters 
raised by the Examiner in the Office Action have been addressed, and that claims 29- 



1 In the Office Action, the Examiner specifically referenced claims 29, 46 and 49 as 
subject to the objection. Upon review, Applicants have determined that the 
informality pointed out by the Examiner was also present in claim 48. 
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38, 40 and 46-53 are in condition for allowance. Accordingly, Applicants request the 
prompt issuance of a Notice of Allowance. If the Examiner believes that any minor 
issues remain for resolution prior to issuance of the Notice of Allowance, the 
Examiner is respectfully invited to telephone the undersigned attorney in order to 
expedite prosecution. 



LAS/cbw 

BRINKS HOFER GILSON & LIONE 
CUSTOMER NO. 48004 

Telephone: 317-636-0886 
Facsimile: 317-634-6701 



Respectfully submitted, 




'Lawrence A. Steward 
Attorney Registration No. 32,309 
Attorney for Applicant 
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